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Separate Paging is given to this Part in order that it may be tiled as n 

separate compilation 


wpt n—3— (UI) 

PART H—Section 3—Sob-section (til) 

(tfa tjw w’tf wmtfl ns* Bfrnrr) rfrrttf stfannfafal jrrn wfe fart mi wfew ®rfr wftrtmfe 

Orders and Notifications Issned by Central Authorities (other than Administrations of Union 

Territories) 


'*TT7xr ferfar mtf'nr 
wfetf 

tff 7 -JPPJ^TT, 19 9 3 

m.'sr. 1 is-—ferfatf warr ifrmn | 

fV, 27S-tftflTr feSTR W fetfatf tf 1989 if 
TtfatT ifetf fwtf tftfT £ tfraTSTtf fqqfar it fetfatf 
tfr% '■■ft Yiferrarr wra;, tf j JHi«n ${€)), 

tfanSltf PTtf, tfR-tf fsrWT, Wt?CT STtTT sflT afafafartf Tfa- 
fetT 19 51 aftT Ttf% Stsffa tftfW ftftftft ^stsffasfe 
ftra 3T'T# ferfar stfar tt km ?nffeT Tkr it wtt tf 4 i 

3tft, 3W ?mp!TJff if tfKTR ’JTtfT fer T( 

?i) g-RT wtrtf-ir % fttn; ?tt tfr Ttf smT 
pp^fe-t^r ^ fen | tft ^r% jm fei mi sponikH 
mt, tfftr rt| $t, fwrr tffer % t^wr fetfar mqfa 
^ ^ tftfTSJH fft tftfT f fe tfltf tf=FT 
ife faiT *PT$ qtf-RT fiTtst ETT fTratfed kt f; 


wr., m ferfar trmtf ^afara qft am 
1097 % sRrtRw ir «fr 97rfcrrar xtttnj yt titf« % fotft 
■*ft tf^tf % qr fetfr Tt3q- tifa q>fv fenr tmr 

span ftsrw tferr % trcttf sftr ^r?r 

?rfe?T 9?r tfrffe k tffa k k wtunP-i fecr 
sfrfxRt 97 TtTT % : 

[tf 7 6/?lt.ir.-fetf./93( 4 )] 

?rfer fr, 

ftf^, 

ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th October, 1993 

O.N, 119.—Whereas, the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Kadiyala Prasadhu, Sakhunaveedu (V), Yerrupalem 
Mandal, Khammam District, Andhra Pradesh, a contesting 
candidate at the General Election to the Andhra Pradesh 


2<46 GI/93—1 


(071) 
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Legislative Assembly, 1 9H9 from 278-Madhira Assembly Cons¬ 
tituency has failed lo lodge an account of his election expenses 
as required under tho Representation of the People Act, 1951 
and tho Rules made thereunder. 

And, whereas, the said candidate has not ei her furnished 
any reason or explanation for the said failure even after due 
notice, or the Election Commission, after considering the 
representation made by him, if any, is satisfied that he has 
no good reason or justification for the said failure. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of Section 10-A of the said 

faqqft, 7 srvjrc, 1993 

ft. 3f. 120-—far eft trnuq ft pcq-rur-r st frt ^ fF r~t^ Ft freTt % trf ( 2 ) f erf fafafaeF faarm’Hr 
% OT faRfFF, 1993 % fair Ft cjrq- ( 3 ) if fafafa<F fRUTFF FF TT ifFT RFF ( 4 ) if ‘3FF FTFF fafafo'F 
faRfFF fff reft rtrf crfRFf, Ant RfFfafa.R wfirfaRF, 1951 frt T5tF rfe; re faEFT am FRfatF ‘atfew 
% Tfrc*T ( 5 ) f ret aftTcr srfa faRTFF srA ft fw iter % srFPfcr Ffa/FRRT ffFff fifr if RtfaF ftf f ffff 
W t; 

aftr, FFF ST^fFerY R TTPTRt JJFFT faE J|TF qr FT FRF F FT FRT % feTE RT at Ff£ FTTF FRRT FruitFC-T 
Hfjr fvrr I RT "R% STTT faq RCt F'fRliRRt RL, rFf Ft? A, faRR FVTF F<fRTfj; fait RR FTRt4 FT Fjf FF04TF A 
RRT I fF FRF RTF FRF FWTFT % PdE Rtf EREF FTVE RT FTTRlfaRR Rift % 

WF, FR, PtrIrR FTEtR FRF srfxfRRE Ft «Rt 10-F % FEFEE F RT% tft FlVRt % -TER ( 4 ) F fafafiTK? 

wrPfRd'f Ft ifaR F fafft Fl FEE F R1 fafft TTTR/AR TJ3R WR Ft fatlTF EFT FEET fatFE EfETE % FETE FM 

f'H g>R % fiq-iT fTRE iff)- RfftN E fflF RE E?t FTFTEfa % fan far%T EtftF FFFT ft I 

Fmft 


Act, the Election Commission hereby declares Shri Kadiyala 
Prasadhu to be disqualified for being chosen as and for being, 
a member of either House of the Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State or 
Uniou Territory for a period of 3 years from the date of 
this order. 

[No. 76/AP-LA/93 (4)1 
By Order, 
BALWANT SINOH, Secy. 


F. it, faqfaPTFT 
faETF 

faR?EE Ft % . F . 

Ffa RTF 

faaftFR 7T2R RTF R'fR"tt FT RTF affa 

EFT 

facpT 

FT FTVF 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 


1. FTW R^TTfaqFT- 

1 52 - FTEFFtit 

# ET^t ^EFT, 

fft fq 

e^F RTpRiT Fi>t 

FFT % faE FIERF 

faRfa'T, 1993 

faaTFRRT faEfaE s}r 

2/12 di5 Tr u iK® tTiHie<i 

EtTF — FTTRE?^ FRF, 
f F^TETf fFFT, FTH S^tF 1 

fFRT 1 


2. -E^t- 

-Rifr- 

3ft TRTGTSr cKfafa#t Rt'FFTFFFTRTFT 
ETfaqTffa FRF, 
f RRNTf fFFT, FtH RTF 1 


-Fft- 

3. -E$[t- 

-Eft- 

eft FTF-? EFdFHRf, 

FFTfaFTTFIETTF, FFTF FRitRTt'F, 
qfqqTqF FRF, fFFT, 

FtH 5J^F 1 


-RfT- 

4. —EgT— 

—R^ft— 

Ft FfTRT >FRt R7FF, 

RlFtF/tETfrEFF, 

FFTF JFRTFT, 

RTREIRF FJF, fTRIFTf fa-FT, 

FTH R^F 1 


-R^t- 


[F. 76,/STt. R. -fa. TT./93 i/fE (l-4)] 

FT%W ft, 
EFEET frflj, dfarR 



[■nm II --iqwr 3 (iii)] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 7th October, 1993 

O.N. 120.—Whereas, the Election Commission is satisfied 
that each of the contesting candidates specified in column (4) 
of the Tahle below at the bye-election, 1993 to the Legislative 
Assembly specified in column (2) and held from the consti¬ 
tuency specified in column (3) against his name has failed to 
lodge tn account of his election expenses in time/or in the 
manner prescribed by law or has not lodge the account at 
nil as shown in column (5) of the said Table as required by 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules 
made thereunder ; 
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And, whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished 
any reason or explanation for the said failure even after duo 
notice, or the Ejection Commission, after considering the 
representation made by them, if any, is satisfied that they 
have no good reason or justification for the said failure ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10-A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the persons 
specified in column (4) of the Table below to bo disqualified 
for being chosen as and for being, a member of either House 
of the Parliament or of ine Leipslative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a Slate or Union territory for a period of 3 years 
from the date of this order. 


nrr?rq,rv|^ira . mrerc 13, 1 mi j/i.ifu 3 2, mis 


S.No. Particulars of SI. No. & Name of 

election Constituency 

1 2 3 


1. Bye-Election to 152-Rayachoty 

Legislative Assembly-1993 Assembly Constituency 
Andhra Pradesh 


2. -do- -do- 


3. -do- -do- 


4, -do -do- 


farJTt, 27 1 993 

'5TT.ST. 121:—WtTT RffTftfm SlfafTTR 195 1 ( 1951 

43 ) srnr 106 % jejrtt if, frarfaur 

tTRPr 1988 Tfr frqfaiT W5ff #3TT 1 if fUTcT 

;4uj; ark rtetutt % 15 srPiTr, 1992 

% ftufa Hr iTiTpru Wlfw 4H3TT t I 

[#<5TT 8 2/iT,aftT TT.-vff.R./ l/ 8a] 

it, 

tr^iPTTfr latfr, 


Name & Address of Reason of 

Contesting Candidates disqualificatio n 

4 5 

S/Sh. 

Paleti Derangula, Account not lodged 

2/12 Kondavandlapalle, at all. 
NarayanareddipaPc Post, 

Sambepalle Man dal, 

CuddapahDistt., 

Andhra Pradesh. 

Ranga Reddy Yerradoddi, -do! 

Ponnelav an dlap a lie 
Sambepalle Mandal, 

Cuddapah District 
Andhra Pradesh. 

Rajendra Ghattaroai.cni, -do- 

Adavikammapalle, 

H/o Settipalle, 

Sanibepalle MendaP 
Cudclapoh District, 

Andhra Pradesh. 

SanjeCva Reddy Bellam, -do- 

PotreddigarippalLe, 

H/o Dudyala, 

Sambepalle Mandal, 

Cuddapah District. 

Andhra Pradesh. 

[No. 76/AP-LA/93/Byc(l-4)J 
By Order, 
BALWANT SINGH, Secy. 
New Delhi, the 27th October, 1993 

O.N. 121.—In pursuance of .Section 106 of the Represen¬ 
tation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the judgment dated the 15th 
October, 1992 of the High Court of lammu and Kashmir 
Srinngar hi Election Petition No. 1 of 1988. 

[No, 82/MK-HP/1/88J 
By order, 

GHANSHYAM KHOHAR, Secy. 
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HIGH COURT OF JAMMU AND KASHMIR AT JAMMU 
PRESENT : 

The Hon’blc Mr. Justice K. K. Gupta. 

E.P. 1 of 1988 

Rbin Singh Vi. Mohd. Ayub Khan and ors- 

Mr. J. P. Singh. 

Mr. R. P. Bakshi. 

Parliamentary constituency No. 5-Udhampur fell vacant on 
the death of Shri G. L. Dogra, M.P. and Election Commission 
of India in order to fill the said scat issued notification on 
May 16, 1988 for holding bye-elcction. Petitioner filed his 
nomination as a candidate of J&K Panther Party whereas 
respondent No. 1, Shri Mohd. Ayub Khan filed his nomination 
papers as a candidate of Indian National congress. Election 
was held and respondent No. 1 was declared elected. The 
petitioner has by way of this election petition challenged 
the said election of respondent Na. 1 on various grounds, 
including competency of Election Commission of India to 
order for repoll and corrupt practices. Respondent No. I, 
who only contested the petition, refuted the allegations of 
the petitioner and this Court on February 17, 1989 framed 
the following issues :— 

1. Whether the documents namely petition, schedule 

and ftnnexures annexed with the petition and the 
affidavit have been verified according to law 7 OPP 

2. Whether the order of Chief Election Commission 

of India dated 25-6-1988 amounts to non-compliance 
of election rules and Representation of People Act 
and whether it has materially affected the result 7 
OPP 

3. Whether the act on the pari of the authorities con¬ 

cerned at the instance of respondent No. I to shift 
the ballot boxes of 14 polling stations of Gulgulab- 
garh segment to Rajouri which is out side the juris¬ 
diction of Udhampur Parliamentary constituency and 
then shifting the said ballot boxes to Udhampur 
before bringing them to Kalhua the venue of count¬ 
ing, after three days from the date of poll amounted 
to corrupt practices ? OPP 

4. Whether the petitioner can bo declared elected on 

the basis of the total number of valid votes polled 
in favour of the petitioner at the end of counting 
of all 15 segments on the intervening night of 20 
and 21st June, 1988 ? OPP 

5. Whether the secrecy of the poll after the entire result 

was declared and number of votes was also declared 
in 14 polling stations has completely been lost and 
repoll amounted to corrupt practices 7 OPP 

6. Whether the votes on polling station Nos. 11'and 12 

were improperly received, if so what is its effect ? 
OPP 

7. Whether the Presiding Officer of polling stations 

Thathar (Banihal) and polling station Khanad (Ram- 
uagar) were also beaten up and locked by the police 
and the revenue officials to rig the election in favour 
of respondent No. 1 on the poll day i.e. 6th June 
1988 and it amounts to corrupt practices 7 OPP 

8. Whether the slogans used by respondent No. 1 and 

his supporters like, *VOfE FOR ISLAM IN 
DEFENCE OF QURAN’ amount to corrupt prac¬ 
tices 7 QPP 

9. Whether tho use of Pawan Hansen state bellicopler 

by respondent No. 1 and his supporters, ministers in 
the Government and the congress-I party General 
Secretary Ghulam Nabi Azad for the election cam¬ 
paign of congrcss-I amounted to corrupt practices 7 
OPP 

10. Whether canvassing by Arun Govil who has acted 
as 'RAM' in Ramavnua ser'al by addressing public 
meeting at Udhampur and Katra amounted to cor¬ 
rupt practice 7 OPP 


11. Whether the counting of 3 polling stations of 20th 

June was done by the Secretary to the Chief Elec¬ 
tion Commission pertaining to Budan, Casote and 
Chanana in Gulabgarh segment which was illegal, 
if so what is its effect 7 OPP 

12. Whether during repolling at Gool Gulabgarh polling 

agents of the petitioner were beaten up at the 
instance of respondent No. 1 and polling stand ran¬ 
sacked and captured, if so what is its effect 7 OPP 

13. Whether the averments regarding alleged corrupt 

practices are vague, full particulars are not given, 
if so what is its effect 7 OPR 

14. Whether the allotment of symbol of hand to res¬ 

pondent No. 1 amounted to corrupt practice 7 OPP 

Under an order dated April 21, 1989 issue No. 3 was, 
however, recast as under :— 

“Whether the ftulhorisities concerned shifted ballot boxes 
of 14 polling stations of Gool Gulab Garh segment 
to Rajouri which is outside the jurisdiction of 
Udhampur parliamentary constituency and afterwards 
shifted said boxes to Udhampur before bringing 
the same to Kathuft, the venue of counting after 
throe days from the date of poll at the Instance of 
respondent No. 1 and whether result of the election 
has been materially affected by it? OPP 

Issue Nos. 1, 2, 13 and 14 have been treated as preliminary 
issues and parties have led evidence in regard to the same. 

I have heard the learned counsel for the parties and 
perused the record. Mr. J. P. Singh learned counsel appear¬ 
ing for the petitioner has taken only a legal plea that in 
accordance with Section 64-A of Representation of People 
Act Election Commission of India was not competent to order 
repoll of certain stations when counting of voles had comple¬ 
ted and ira this manner because of the illegally committed 
by the Commission for ordering of repoll of certain segments 
whole polling has become vitiated and the result declared 
on the basis of that polling became void. Mr. Bakshi learned 
counsel for respondent No. 1 has referred to Section 66 of 
the aforesaid Act and, according to him there was a direction 
of Election Commissioner for ordering of rcpoll before 
announcement of the result and ns such_repolling was ordered 
properly. His further plea in this regard is that both the 
parties had consented to repolling and order of Election 
Commission in that regard cannot be said to bo invalid in 
any manner. 

Section 64-A of the abovesaid Act reads as under :— 

“(i) If at any time before counting of voles is completed 
any ballot paper used at a polling station or at 
a place iixed for the poll arc unlawfully taken out 
of the custody of the Returning Officer or arc acci¬ 
dently or intentionally destroyed or lost or arc 
damaged or tampered with to such an extent that 
the result of the poll at that polling station or place 
cannot be ascertained, the Returning Officer shall 
forthwith report tho matter to the Election Com¬ 
mission. 

(ii) ." 

Tho other relevant provision requiring consideration is con 
tained in section 66 which is as under :— 

“When the counting of votes has been completed the 
Returning Officer shall, in the absence of any direc¬ 
tion by the Election Commission to the contrary, 
forthwith declare result of the election in the manner 
provided by this Act or the rules made thereunder." 

It is admitted case of both the parties that the Returning 
Officer had completed the process of counting of votes and 
after that reference was made tor rcpolling in certain segments 
of the cons! itnency, Chief Flection Commissioner of India 
on such recommendations passed order for a fresh poll of 
certain polling stations vide his order dated 25-6-1988. The 
words in Section 64-A of Representation of People Act, 
(Act hereafter,) “at any time before counting of votes is 
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completed" arc very much pertinent. It is clear from these 
words that power of fresh poll at particular polling fialion 
can be exercised by Election Commissioner before counting 
of yples is completed. After the counting is complete, the 
Commission cannot order a repoll. Mr. Bakshi wants this 
Court to invoke the provisions contained in Section 66 of 
the Act as, according to him, there was a direction from 
Election Commission of India not to declare the result and 
in this manner the Returning Officer was within his rights 
not to declare the result even after counting of votes had 
taken place. I think Mr. Bakshi is not correct in his con¬ 
tention. There is nothing on record to show that there wen- 
instructions or directions to the Returning Officer by Election 
Commissioner not to declare the result. If such was the case 
there was hardly any reason for the Returning Officer to 
complete the process of counting. There is express provi¬ 
sion in both the above referred Sections 64-A and 66 of the 
Act that the Returning Officer has to be declare the result 
when counting of votes has been completed. There is thus 
a clear violation of the mandatory provision contained there¬ 
in. 

Mr. Singh wants m. to hold that at tho time of completion 
of counting of votes the petitioner had secured more votes 
than respondent No. 1 and he was to be declared as elected 
member but I think it will not be proper to do so when 
the case is being disposed of on a legal point. 

In view of the violation committed bv the Election Com¬ 
mission of India of the express provisions contained in Sec¬ 
tion 64 A of the Act re polling of certain segments of tho 
constituency has become invalid and the election declared 
on that basis has also become void and it is held so. The 
Parliament for which said election was held has since been 
dissolved and new Parliament was subsequently constituted 
and as such no order can be passed cither for repoll or for 
any other purpose. This petition is, therefore, disposed of 
with the abovesaid observations. 

JAMMU, 

I j ted : 1 6th October, 1992. 

Sd/- 

Uligcble 

R? 25 RRJRT, 1993 

rt. cr.12 2 :—rttir ftpft t*R rrrtrt 

% RkH 9 RUT, 1992 % RT^T R. 76/R.R,-fR.R./90 
Jr RiR WT 80 RTRtt TRTTR RWT 1 % 5 RR TT*fr 
RRRTR RfRfezR'f RT eflR RT FPTT RRT sfk tfR RR 
RWUff Rt RRJRP' RWtfffiR RT fRRT 'RTtr I 

[RRRT 7 G/r.R.— 1%.R./ 9 o] 

TTEkr TT, 

RvRRT RfRR 

CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 25th October, 1993 

O.N, 122.—In both English and Hindi versions of the 
Commission’s order No. 76/UP-LA/90, dated 9th March, 
1992, the existing entries against serial No. 80, under column 
Nos. 1 to 5 shall be deleted and the rest of the serial numbers 
shall be renumbered accordingly. 

[No. 76/UP-LA/90] 
By order, 
BALWANT SINGH, Secy. 

Rf ftwft, 26 RRRTT, 1993 


RTEtTTR FttWr if FTRkfH Rl% RRR«ff 
RRTIR fR^, R—2, RRHft RTR, RtfRSRJTT, RlRTR, 
RKR TTR RT vftR RFrFTfaTR Rfaf-TRR, 1951 Rt 9TTT 
10R %• R-JtR fRTTRR srrI RT HTfl Rtf* H RTR R 
RRRR TjjR qr RRT Fr TTcT rTrFtRR sfk RR’ftR 
RTIR, RR FTRRl 3TTT kTFTTT |, RTTR fRTTRR RIRVT 
T?t RfUR 7-4-1992 % RTRR R . 76/r. R . — Fr, R,/ 
91 ( 7 ) R ITTT ftrcffR FfiRT RRT RT , 

ark rrttr Fr^ r Jrar rtFrr rtt r 

TTRlt WURTT % RTTR RRTR SR RR RT R-Tlf R£ 
FtTSRT STIR % fTR RTTR fRRTRR RTRtR R RTRfT 
13-10-1993 RT RR TTTT STFsR Rt Rt ; 

aik, ttRf R T FTRTT RTR % TfRRT TRl ?R RIRvT 
% RR1 RR-R^T cUTt Tit ^STR |R RTTR FttYrR RTrFr 
R Rfh TTTTrF-UR SlftjfRRR, 1951 RT ETlTr 11 R 
gRT TR'R RlpRTqf RT 3 ITT RTR RR>q 26-10-93 
% RTR Rifsr sTTf RTR rF-tFtTR Rt RTTT 1 OR R 
WflR RPl'T 7-4-1992 RT RUT Tr^ RR RTRTR k 
STTT RR RT HRU iff fRT^RT RT RTk'4 26-10-1 993 
R ger Furr rrt fr ; 

RR-. m, RTR or RRTiH frr^ RT RTR RtfR RT4ET 
% RkTR 7-4-1992 RY 76 ,/r. M.-Ft. R./ 

91 (7) Rt R. R, 96 RT | Tt FtRT RRT RR3TI 

TriTtRT I 

[r. 7 6 /r , a. - Fr. r./oi] 

RkR Tr, 
TTR FRRR, rFtR 

New Delhi, the 26th October, 1993 

O.N. 123.—In Whereas Slni Tcjpal Singh, A-2 Punjabi 
Bagh, Govindpura, Bhopal, Madhya Pradesh, a contesting 
candidate for the general election to the Madhya Pradesh 
Legislative Assembly grom 238-Govindpura assembly consti¬ 
tuency held in February, 1990 was disqualified by the Elec¬ 
tion Commission of India vide its order No. 76/MP LA/ 
91(7) dated 7-4-1992, under vetion 10-A of the Represen¬ 
tation of the People Act, 1951 for failure to lodge any 
account of his election expenses as required by said Act and 
rules made thereunder 

And whereas, the stiid Shri Tejpnl Sir/gh had submitted a 
petition dated 13-10-1993 before the Election Commission 
of India for removal of disqualification imposed on him, 
giving reasons for his failure to lodge the account; 

And wheeras, after considering the petition and taking 
into account all material facts of the case, the Election 
Commission of India, in excicise of the power conferred 
by Section 11 of the Rcpicscntalion cf die People Act, 
1951 has vide its order 26-10-1993 removed the d -qunliflca- 
non imposed upon him by the Commission's order Rated 
7-4-1992, under section 10A of the said Act, with eftect 
from 26-10-1993; 

Now, therefore, the name of the said Shri Tcjpal Singh 
appearing at SI. No. 96 of said order, srall be deemed (O' 
have been omitted from the Commissions order No 76/ 
MP-LA/9K7), dated 7-4-1992, 


sn . 3T. 123 - r'YFrR'JTT FRRTR RRT fRRfRR [No, 76/MP-LA/91] 

% RSR fRRTR RRT #T fart RTRO', 1990 Jr By 0rder ' 

---------- R AM KISHAN, Secy. 
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